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[Rollcall Vote No. 104 Ex.] 

YEAS—75 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Begich 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coats 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Crapo 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Flake 
Franken 
Gillibrand 

Graham 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—21 

Barrasso 
Boozman 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Enzi 
Fischer 
Grassley 

Hatch 
Inhofe 
Johnson (WI) 
Lee 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Toomey 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—4 

Bennet 
Coburn 

Cornyn 
Cruz 

The nomination was confirmed. 

f 

NOMINATION OF TERRELL 
MCSWEENY TO BE A FEDERAL 
TRADE COMMISSIONER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to consider the McSweeny nomi-
nation, which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Terrell McSweeny, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a Federal Trade Com-
missioner for the unexpired term of 
seven years from September 26, 2010. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will now be 2 
minutes of debate equally divided in 
the usual form. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, today 
the Senate is voting to confirm Terrell 
McSweeny’s nomination to an open 
seat on the Federal Trade Commission. 
This vote is long overdue as the FTC 
has lacked a full complement of Com-
missioners for more than a year. The 
confirmation of Ms. McSweeny will 
bring the Commission to a full com-
plement of Commissioners and ensure 
that the mission of consumer protec-
tion can be fully realized. 

Ms. McSweeny is a highly qualified 
candidate. She has already served as 
Domestic Policy Advisor to Vice Presi-
dent JOE BIDEN. She has worked here in 
the Senate—first as a page while still 
in high school and later as then-Sen-
ator BIDEN’s Deputy Chief of Staff and 
Policy Director, and she has been a 
lawyer in private practice. She is a 
graduate of Harvard University and 
Georgetown University Law School. I 
have had the privilege of knowing 
Terrell McSweeney for a number of 
years, and I have every confidence that 

she will make an excellent FTC Com-
missioner. 

The FTC undertakes critical work to 
ensure that Americans are protected 
from deceptive and misleading adver-
tising and marketing and to ensure 
that American businesses do not en-
gage in unfair and anticompetitive 
practices. I would like to commend the 
Senate for taking up her nomination 
and urge my colleagues to support Ms. 
McSweeny’s confirmation as a Com-
missioner on the Federal Trade Com-
mission. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I yield back 
the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. All time is 
yielded back. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Terrell McSweeny, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a Federal Trade Com-
missioner for the unexpired term of 7 
years from September 26, 2010? 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? There is a sufficient 
second. 

The yeas and nays are ordered. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Colorado (Mr. BENNET) is 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN), the Sen-
ator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN), and the 
Senator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN) 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ and the Sen-
ator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 95, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 105 Ex.] 

YEAS—95 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Begich 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Crapo 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lee 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 

Merkley 
Mikulski 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Walsh 
Warner 

Warren 
Whitehouse 

Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—1 

Vitter 

NOT VOTING—4 

Bennet 
Coburn 

Cornyn 
Cruz 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BROWN). The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

Mr. REID. We have a number of votes 
scheduled. They are going to go by 
voice, I am told. 

Mr. President, we are going to have a 
cloture vote an hour after we come in 
tomorrow morning, and there is no rea-
son we cannot be finished tomorrow, 
but that doesn’t mean we will be fin-
ished tomorrow. 

We will have to cooperate and have 
to work out the time problems we have 
with the matters that will be pending 
after we complete the votes on these 
two measures now. 

So we could finish tomorrow. It is up 
to all of us. Otherwise, we may have to 
spill over a little into late on Friday. 

f 

NOMINATION OF DEBRA L. MILLER 
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE SUR-
FACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

NOMINATION OF STEVEN JOEL AN-
THONY TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE RAILROAD RETIREMENT 
BOARD 

NOMINATION OF DANIEL W. 
YOHANNES TO BE REPRESENTA-
TIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA TO THE ORGANIZATION 
FOR ECONOMIC COOPERATION 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to consideration of the following 
nominations which the clerk will re-
port. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nations of Debra L. Miller, of Kansas, 
to be a Member of the Surface Trans-
portation Board; Steven Joel Anthony, 
of Virginia, to be a Member of the Rail-
road Retirement Board; Daniel W. 
Yohannes, of Colorado, to be Rep-
resentative of the United States of 
America to the Organization for Eco-
nomic Cooperation and Development. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, 2 minutes will be 
equally divided for the Miller nomina-
tion. 

Who yields time? 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 

yield back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
All time is yielded back. 

VOTE ON MILLER NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Debra L. 
Miller, of Kansas, to be a Member of 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2316 April 9, 2014 
the Surface Transportation Board for a 
term expiring December 31, 2017? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON ANTHONY NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the Anthony nomina-
tion. 

Who yields time? 
Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 

yield back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
All time is yielded back. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Steven Joel Anthony, of Virginia, to be 
a Member of the Railroad Retirement 
Board for a term expiring August 28, 
2018? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON YOHANNES NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the Yohannes nomina-
tion. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
yield back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

All time is yielded back. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Daniel W. Yohannes, of Colorado, to be 
Representative of the United States of 
America to the Organization for Eco-
nomic Cooperation and Development, 
with the rank of Ambassador? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid 
upon the table. The President will be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will resume legislative business. 

f 

PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT— 
MOTION TO PROCEED—Continued 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sen-
ior Senator from Rhode Island. 

The Senate will be in order. 
Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent 

that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

MINIMUM WAGE FAIRNESS ACT 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the Minimum Wage Fair-
ness Act, which I strongly support. The 
minimum wage, first instituted in 1938, 
has served as a key way to protect 
workers in our economy, ensuring they 
are able to earn enough money to pro-
vide basic living necessities. However, 
the current minimum wage set at $7.25 
fails to do that. 

The Federal minimum wage has not 
been increased since 2009. Today an in-

dividual who works 40 hours per week, 
52 weeks a year at the Federal min-
imum wage earns $15,080 per year. This 
is nearly $5,000 below the Federal pov-
erty level for a family of three and al-
most $9,000 below the poverty level for 
a family of four. This means we have 
hard-working Americans who put in 
full-time work every week for the en-
tire year yet still live in poverty. This 
is unacceptable. 

If we fail to act, the Federal poverty 
level will rise with inflation while the 
minimum wage will not. As a result, 
families earning $7.25 per hour will con-
tinue to fall further and further below 
the poverty line. 

The value of the minimum wage 
peaked in 1968, and it is now much 
lower due to inflation. If the minimum 
wage had kept pace with inflation, it 
would currently pay $10.74 per hour. 
While the value of the minimum wage 
has been on the decline, worker produc-
tivity has been on the rise, and that is 
a disconnect. Increased productivity 
usually means there are increased 
wages that reflect that productivity, 
but that is not the case with the min-
imum wage. If the minimum wage had 
increased with rising productivity, it 
would be worth over $21 per hour today. 
Yet the minimum wage still stays 
stuck at $7.25. 

If we were paying workers based on 
the 1968 level, it would be much higher. 
If we were paying workers based on 
their productivity and their ability to 
do the job, it would be exceptionally 
high. 

The bill that will come before us 
shortly will increase the minimum 
wage in three installments until it 
reaches $10.10 per hour and then tie the 
Federal minimum wage to inflation. 
This would ensure that the value of the 
minimum wage will not be eroded over 
time as it has been. The bill will also 
increase the minimum wage for tipped 
workers, whose minimum wage has 
been fixed at $2.13 for over two decades. 
I must salute the Presiding Officer for 
his insistence that this provision be in-
cluded in the minimum wage bill. 

Over 3.5 million Americans currently 
work at or below the current minimum 
wage, and there are millions more who 
work just above it. Raising the min-
imum wage would therefore increase 
the wages of everyone making between 
the current minimum wage and the 
$10.10 mark. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that 16.5 million Americans 
would see their wages increased by this 
legislation. The Council of Economic 
Advisers estimates that 28 million peo-
ple would benefit from the wage in-
crease. 

According to researchers at MIT, a 
Rhode Island worker supporting a fam-
ily of four would need to earn $19.17 per 
hour to have a living wage, a wage in 
which he or she could adequately sup-
port their family. Yet the current min-
imum wage lags woefully behind, 
thereby putting many working families 
in dire financial situations. 

The Economic Policy Institute esti-
mates that raising the Federal min-
imum wage to $10.10 per hour—I would 
point out that our minimum wage in 
Rhode Island is $8 and that is higher 
than the Federal minimum wage— 
would give over 90,000 Rhode Islanders 
a raise. That would immediately trans-
late to economic activity in Rhode Is-
land, and it would immediately trans-
late into growth in Rhode Island. That 
raise would affect almost 20 percent of 
our workforce. This is a critical way— 
in order to give families the ability to 
support themselves—to increase eco-
nomic growth and also significantly 
begin to bring together workers at 
every level. We have seen extraor-
dinary gains at the top level. We have 
extraordinary stagnation at the mid- 
level and the low level. We have to 
start bringing ourselves together rath-
er than pulling ourselves apart. 

Providing a raise to these Rhode Is-
land workers would also impact an es-
timated 40,000 children in those fami-
lies. Over 3 years, the Economic Policy 
Institute estimates this will cause the 
Rhode Island economy to grow by $77 
million and support 300 additional jobs. 
We are talking about economic growth 
as well as fairness to working Ameri-
cans. 

The benefits of raising the minimum 
wage are vast both in my State and 
across this country. According to the 
CBO, this legislation would lift an esti-
mated 900,000 people out of poverty. It 
would also help low and middle-income 
families who have been struggling in 
this economy. This would have a huge 
impact—and a positive impact—across 
the country. 

Increasing the minimum wage is es-
pecially important to women who dis-
proportionately work minimum wage 
jobs. Fifty-five percent of all minimum 
wage workers are women, including 
over 70 percent of the tipped workers. 

Again, thanks to the efforts of the 
Presiding Officer, we are focusing on 
this issue of the tipped worker and 
their minimum wage. 

While some have suggested other-
wise, this legislation is also good for 
business. Studies show that higher 
wages allow businesses to save money 
because they have less turnover and 
lower training costs, which leads to in-
creases in worker productivity that 
helps businesses succeed. An increased 
minimum wage can also help our Na-
tion’s small businesses to compete. It 
forces the big-box stores to pay wages 
that are comparable to those that are 
paid by many small businesses, which 
levels the playing field in the market-
place. 

Finally, this bill will save billions of 
dollars on the Federal budget. By rais-
ing the minimum wage to $10.10, Fed-
eral need-based programs would have 
fewer enrollees and the costs of these 
programs would drop significantly. Re-
searchers at the Brookings Institution 
estimate that increasing the minimum 
wage to $10.10 will save at least $11 bil-
lion annually in the Federal budget, 
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